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L—EDITORIAL NOTE. 

AVING thought it expedient, for the convenience of our Sub, 
scribers, to begin a new volume with a new year, we have only 
to say, by way of introduction to that volume, that we are more 

and more convinced of the importance to the cause of Protestantism, 
and to the cause of Patriotism, of having a publication specially devoted 
to matters bearing upon the Romish controversy, and upon the doings 
of Romanists in this and other lands. Although it may be that the 
Romish controversy has been fought out and fairly won, yet is it 
necessary, if Protestantism is to stand its ground, that the arguments 
employed by the great Protestant controversialists of other days be 
popularised and disseminated, and that the great body of our Pro- 
testant people be made familiar with them, so that they may be able 
to detect the false assertions, and fallacies, and sophisms which the 
advocates of Romanism constantly reiterate. As to the doings and 
policy of Rome in this and in other lands, there is as much need as 
there ever was for vigilance and energy on the part of those who deem 
the Papal claims incompatible with the intellectual, moral, social, and 
political well-being of men. 

Providentially called eighteen months ago to undertake the editor- 
ship of the only distinctively “Reformation Journal” published in 
Great Britain, we have endeavoured to discharge the duties of the office 
to the best of our ability. While conscious of many deficiencies, and 
falling far short of our ideal standard of what such a magazine as ours 
should be, we yet entertain the humble hope that our labours have not 
been without the divine blessing ; and we enter on a new stage of them 
under a deepened sense of responsibility, and with a heartfelt appeat to 
our readers to aid us with their prayers always, and to contribute towards 
the improvement of the quality of our magazine by furnishing us with 
articles or with intelligence, and towards the enlargement of its 


influence by making a little exertion for increasing its circulation. 
NEW SERIES. VOL. IL—NO. I. 








2 MISREPRESENTATION OF PROTESTANT DOCTRINE. 


IL—ROMANISM AND PROTESTANTISM IN RELATION TO 
MORALITY. 


II. RomisH MISREPRESENTATIONS OF Protestant DocTRINE. 


HE evangelical doctrine, ascribing salvation entirely to grace, is 
deeply humbling to man, and the pride of human nature rebels 
against it. Its opponents attempt to overthrow it by many argu- 

ments, with none of which have we at present anything to do, except 
with that of its alleged immoral tendency. And this we have to con- 
sider only as advanced by Romanists, amongst whom are to be found 
the most inveterate enemies of evangelical religion. Romish theologians 
in general represent the whole cause of morality as depending upon 
their doctrine of the value of good works in procuring for man the 
favour of God, and by their merit entitling, or contributing to entitle, 
him to a final entrance into heaven. And they especially condemn the 
doctrine of justification in the imputed righteousness of Christ, received 
by faith alone, as a doctrine which cannot but make men heedless of 
the observance of the moral law, by taking away the fear of eternal 
punishment for the transgression of it, which alone, according to them, 
can effectually bind men to obedience. Nor are they contented with 
mere abstract argument on this point; they endeavour to strengthen 
their cause by declaring this to have been, and to be, the result of this 
Protestant doctrine, indulging in the foulest calumnies of their own 
wicked invention ; and adding to this, as in order to get the better 
foundation for their arguments, gross misrepresentations of the Pro- 
testant doctrine itself. Very seldom, indeed, does any one in arguing 
against this great evangelical doctrine state the doctrine correctly, most 
seldom of all a Romish controversialist. The reason is probably to be 
found in incapacity to apprehend the true nature of the doctrine; for 
“the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God, for 
they are foolishness unto him, neither can he know them, because they 
are spiritually discerned.” But a controversialist opposing the doctrine 
might at least be expected to quote in common fairness the statements 
of it which Protestants themselves make, from their Confessions of 
Faith or other symbolical books, however he might proceed to explain 
them or argue from them: but this a Romish controversialist very 
seldom does, nor would it suit his purpose so well as a statement in 
words of his own choosing. It is, indeed, usual with Romish writers 
not only to misstate the Protestant doctrine of justification by faith, 
but also to assert that Protestants do not acknowledge the obligation 
of good works, and to make this one of their chief arguments against 
Protestantism. If they merely attributed to the Protestant doctrine a 
tendency unfavourable to morality, or endeavoured to maintain that it 
must in effect release men from all sense of obligation to good works, 
they might be regarded as honestly saying what they thought, and 
entering fairly upon the field of argument. But it is impossible not 
to form a very unfavourable opinion of their own regard for some of 
the laws of morality, when they accuse Protestants of denying the 
necessity of good works, and of holding that men may live as they like in 
utter disregard of the commandments of God, and yet enjoy the blessings 
of salvation. In such accusations, however, their virulent antipathy to 
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Protestantism continually breaks out. Even Perrone, one of the most 
distinguished and learned of recent Romish theologians, does not hesi- 
tate to speak of the Protestant doctrine as leading to “that security, 
that jollity, which Protestants enjoy amidst fornications, adulteries, 
murders, and other sins of the like nature.” The late Bishop Gillis, 
of Edinburgh, in a pamphlet published in 1850, says, “ According to 
the Protestant doctrine on justification, justice is only imputed to man, 
not inherent in his soul. His sins are not taken away, but covered by 
the righteousness of Christ; as a leper might be swathed in the purple 
of a prince. No change of soul is implied necessarily suggestive of 
good works.” In Keenan’s “ Controversial Catechism,” we find the 
following question and answer, after some of the ordinary Romish 
charges against Luther for violation of monastic vows and abolishing 
“confession, abstinence, fasting, and every work of penance and morti- 
fication.” “How did he attempt to tranquillise the consciences he had 
disturbed by these scandalous libertine doctrines? He invented a thing 
which he called justifying faith, to be a sufficient substitute for all the 
above painful religious works—an invention which took off every 
responsibility from our shoulders, and laid all on the shoulders of 
Jesus Christ ; in a word, he told men to believe in the merits of Christ 
as certainly applied to them, and live as they pleased, to indulge every 
criminal passion, without even the restraints of modesty.” Again he 
says, “ That he might secure followers, he employed such means as were 
calculated to flatter the passions of men ; hestrewed the path to heaven 
—not, like Christ, with thorns, but, like the devil, with flowers; he took 
off the cross which Christ had laid on the shoulders of men ; he made 
wide and easy the way which Christ had left narrow and difficult.” 
If the style of these sentences should excite the surprise of any 
reader, it may be well to tell him that it is such as characterises 
the whole of the work from which they are taken, and as is 
very common in Romish books, in which zeal for Romanism is often 
displayed in the vilification of Protestants and in heaping on them all, 
but especially on the Reformers, a multitude of opprobrious epithets. 
To no one who has read an authentic history of the Reformation—to 
no one who knows what Protestant doctrine really is—can it be neces- 
sary to present any proof of the utter falsehood of the assertions m&de 
in these quotations. It can need no proof to a Protestant that Protes- 
tant doctrine does not represent sins as not truly taken away from the 
believer. It can need no proof that the necessity of good works is in- 
sisted on. What can be more preposterous than the assumption that 
because Protestants do not represent the change in the soul of a man as 
the ground of his justification, they therefore do not represent any 
change as taking place in him who is brought into a state of grace 
and salvation by Jesus Christ? To infer from that part of Protestant 
theology which sets aside good works as unavailing in the matter of 
justification, that they are set aside as unavailing and useless altege- 
ther, is much the same sort of reasoning as if—to borrow an illustra- 
tion used by Miles Coverdale more than three hundred years ago—a 
man should say that iron is altogether useless, because it is not of use 
for food. 

It would be easy, if it were at all necessary, to produce a multitude 
of passages from the writings of the Reformers, and of Protestant divines 
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of every age since the Reformation, in which the necessity of good 
works is set forth in the strongest manner, and evangelical motives for 
the doing of good works presented and urged upon attention. It is not, 
however, in the least degree necessary. Yet, to conclude this article, 
the following passage may be quoted from Tyndale, the English Re- 
former and martyr, as very beautifully exhibiting the doctrine of all 
true Protestants, and setting forth that motive to obedience of God’s 
commandments which was stated in a former paper as, according to the 
Protestant or evangelical system, the great motive for the obedience of 
God’s people :—“If any man ask me, seeing that faith justifieth me, 
why I work, I answer, Love compelleth me. For as long as my soul 
feeleth what love God hath showed me in Christ, I cannot but love God 
again, and His will and commandments, and of love work them, nor can 
they seem hard unto me. I think not myself better for my working, 
nor seek heaven, nor any higher place in heaven, because of it. Fora 
Christian worketh to make his weak brother perfecter, and not to seek 
a higher place in heaven. Icompare not myself unto him that worketh 
not. No, he that worketh not to-day, shall have grace to turn and to 
work to-morrow ; and in the meantime I pity him, and pray for him. 
If I had wrought the will of God these thousand years, and another 
had wrought the will of the devil as long, and this day turn and be as 
well willing to suffer with Christ as I, he hath this day overtaken me, and 
is as far come as I, and shall have as much reward as I; and I envy 
him not, but rejoice most of all, as of lost treasure found.” Such being 
Protestant theology, what is it but audacious falsehood to accuse it of 
setting aside good works, denying the necessity of them, subverting | 
morality, and allowing men to indulge their criminal passions, “ without 
even the restraints of modesty” ? And such being Protestant theology, 
and Romish theology being such as we have already seen, the question 
is not difficult of determination, which system condtces most to the 
practice of good works by men. 





IllL—LYING MIRACLES AND MARIOLATRY. 
ABSTRACT OF A LECTURE IN NOVEMBER AT NORTON MALREWARD. 
BY REV. ROBERT ASKWITH TAYLOR, M. A., RECTOR. 

‘But refuse profane and old wives’ fables.”—1 Ti. iv. 7. 


ABLE is an idle and groundless story. The heathens had fables 
unnumbered concerning the rise and exploits of their demons— 
deified dead men and women. Popery is a farrago of fables. All 

the old pagan fabulists fled and hid themselves in the popish clergy ! 
(1 Tim. iv.) The miracles and visions of Lourdes and La Salette, 
and the pilgrimages to newly discovered shrines, which have recently 
awakened the attention of Christendom, and revived the worst excesses 
of the Dark Ages, present one of the most painful and remarkable 
symptoms which the world has ever witnessed of that religious delirium 
which so frequently succeeds to great outward convulsions and calami- 
ties. God in history warns the men of this generation. We read thus 
in 2 Chron. xxxiii. 5-7 :—“ Manasseh, king of Judah, built altars for 
all the host of heaven in thé two courts of the house of the Lord: and 
used enchantments, and used witchcraft, and dealt with a familiar 
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spirit, and set up a carved image, his idol, in the house of God, and 
was carried captive by Esarhaddon to Babylon.” Satan is glad to 
be worshipped in an idol—as he was by Israel in an image—as he is 
now honoured by the Papalins. And whereas they say they worship 
not the image (much less the devil), but God, they are like Clodia the 
strumpet, who, to excuse her incest, said she kept company with 
Metellus as a husband, but with Clodius as with a brother. (Rev. 
ix. 20.) Frenchmen have suffered much, and yet they have not repented 
of the works of their hands, that they should not worship devils, and 
idols of gold, and silver, and brass, and stone, and of wood, &e., &c. 
The French are become increasingly corrupted by superstition. Proofs 
are numerous. I take the following inscription from the Geneva paper 
La Patrie of 17th September, where it is given from the Marseilles 
Eqalité, which professes to have taken it verbatim et literatim (textuelle- 
went) from the original in the church of Notre-Dame-de-Lumiéres :— 


MIRACLES 
OBTENUS PAR L’INTERCESSION 
DE 
NOTRE-DAME-DE-LUMIERES- 


Morts ressuscités . ; . . 19 
Aveugles qui ont recouvré la vue . . 187 
Muets et sourds guéris ' - 125 
Estropiés guéris. . ‘ - 136 
Paralytiques guéris . , ‘ - 153 
Hernies guéris . ° . - 187 
Fiévreux guéris . ‘ ; . 135 


Maladies diverses 210 


Beaucoup dautres guérisons nous sont demeurées inconnues, 


’ . . 


Some readers may have an opportunity of verifying the statement of 
the Zgalité on the spot: if the inscription is genuine, the indignation 
expressed by Abbé Michaud, at Constance, against the preachers of cee 
miracles de chaque jour becomes intelligible. 

Such events have not occurred within our own experience in Britain. 
We read of them in France, where there is little knowledge of Scrip- 
ture. (Matthew xxii. 29.) The proper effect of a miracle is limited to 
spectators ; to others at a distance, whether of time or space, it resolves 
itself into a question of testimony. Now, testimony is fallible. Some 
men, we know, wish to deceive us; others are themselves deceived. 
Pretensions to them are made in the Papalin Community which will not 
bear investigation. Miracles are recorded in these days which our 
judgment satisfies us are incredible. Signs and lying wonders of Anti- 
christ will deceive only those who have received not the love of the 
truth. Baseless superstition is at the mercy of the sword of Scripture, 
and must be slain by it. Where in the present day it exists at all, it 
exists only by virtue of an armistice—its death is deferred only by the 
grant of a reprieve. (2 Thess. ii. 8-12.) I wish the Pope would study 
Scripture ; he would then understand, by the help of God’s Spirit, that 
Rome’s miracles, visions, and revelations are unscriptural, and false, 
and vain. Gerson, the great Chancellor of Paris, published in the 
Council of Constance (a short time before the flight from it of Pope John 
XXIII.) his famous treatise “On Proving the spirits,’ in which he 
pronounces thus on the newly-introduced visions and revelations then 

> 
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abounding :—“ It cannot be said how much this curiosity for knowing 
future and hidden things, and for seeing miracles and performing them, 
hath deluded most persons, and constantly turned them away from true 
religion. Hence all those superstitions among the people which destroy 
the Christian religion, while, like the Jews, they only seek a sign, 
exhibiting to images the worship due to God, and attaching their faith 
tomen . . . and to apocryphal writings, more than to the Scrip- 
tures themselves.” 

The visions of Bridget, which were allowed to have been revealed to 
her by Christ, the Virgin Mary, and St Agnes, “as bridegroom speaks to 
bride,” received from her canonisation such an authentication as placed 
them almost within the category of divinely-inspired writings. Gerson 
then offers a kind of test, which Monsignor Capel and Dr Manning 
might apply to the prophetesses of Lourdes and La Salette, Margaret 
Alacoque, of Sacred-Heart notoriety. Gerson instructs an inquirer in 
the hexameter :— 

“ Tu quis, quid, quare, cui, qualiter, unde, require.” 

To whom is the revelation made? What does it contain? Why is it 
made? To whom is it disclosed for direction? In what manner did it 
come ? and whence does it appear to have come ? 

The apparitions of Lourdes and La Salette, and the new development 
of the cultus of the Virgin derived from them, are harmless in compari- 
son with this last-mentioned strange device of Jesuitism, whose success 
has equalled its audacity. “The Sacred Heart” brings to mind the 
words of Athanasius “On the Idolatry of the Gentiles” :—* Some of 
them have taken the parts of the body separately—the head, or the 
shoulders, or the hands, or the feet—place them among the gods, and 
address worship to them, as though it were not sufficient for them to 
worship an entire body.” The Jesuits have it in contemplation to 
honour the ‘“‘back” of our Lord which received stripes! What a 
revival of Paganism! Beware of the Jesuits and their doctrines ! 

“Thus "tis with all—their chief and constant care 
Is to seem everything but what they are ; 
For arts and lies preferred, admired, caressed, 
They first invade your table, then your breast : 
ys Ra your secrets with insidious art, 
Watch the weak hour, and ransack all the heart. 
Thus soon your ill-placed confidence repay, 
Commence your lords, and govern or betray.” 


Jerome, as a man and a divine, felt that it was a shameful thing “ to 
learn from women what we ought to teach men.” If. women are by 
the apostolic injunction prohibited from teaching in the Church, the 
claims of visionaries who allege an apparition of the Virgin, either 
visibly or in a dream, must be doubtful to those who hold the doctrines 
of a primitive age. Cardinal Cajetan was a great friend of Leo X. 
When the doctrine of the Immaculate Conception was proposed to the 
Lateran Council, and its preliminary treatment was confided by Leo to 
Cajetan, the Cardinal pronounced the following sentence upon two 
counter-claimants of divine inspiration :— . 


“Tt is alleged that St Bridget had a revelation that the blessed Virgin 
was preserved from original sin. But the probability of this opinion is 
very slender, for it is opposed to very many saints, and none of these 
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alleged were themselves canonised. To St Bridget we may oppose St 
Catherine of Siena, who said that the contrary doctrine had been revealed 
to her, as the Archbishop of Florence relates in the first part of his Summa. 
And St Catherine would seem to deserve greater credit, because she was 
canonised like the other saints; whilst St Bridget was canonised in the 
period of the schism, during the Obedience of Boniface IX., in which there 
was no certain and undoubted Pope. . . . New revelations against so 
many saints and ancient doctors must seem to the wise to bring in an 
angel of Satan transformed into an angel of light—to bring in fancies and 
even figments. These truly, with the so-called miracles which are cited in 
this cause, are rather for old women than for the Holy Synod, whence I do 
not deem them worthy of attention.” 


Leo X. confirmed the judgment of Cajetan, proceeded no further in 
the matter, and treated it as'a CAUSA FINITA. ‘The sot-DISANT Infallible 
of modern times, residing at Rome, differs from Leo X. Which is the 
real Infallible? Can Manning decide? ‘ His effeminacy,” in declaring 
the doctrine of the Immaculate Conception, adds a proper sequel to the 
idea of an old nun in Saxony, who declared that it was revealed to her 
that the soul of the Virgin Mary was received into heaven, and forty 
days after the body also. The Mahometans have a tradition very like 
this concerning Fatima, daughter of Mahomet. These two accounts of 
Mary and Fatima are against the truth of Scripture. | (Rev. xx. 11-19.) 
Job tells us that, at the last, his Redeemer should raise him from the 
dead, and make him in his flesh to see God. (Job xix. 25-27.) Pope 
Benedict XIV. has exposed this gross conception in his work on the 
“ Canonisation of the Saints” (L. iv. c. 31, sec. 21-25). He has shown 
that the heart of Jesus is no more a proper object of separate worship 
than His eyes or any other member. He affirms that to worship the 
heart in a spiritual or symbolical sense, as the source of the affections 
and sympathies, is as false on physical grounds as its grosser worship 
is on religious grounds. Has Pio Nono overlooked what a former Pope 
declared? Perhaps the above declaration was not ex cathedra/ The 
chairman at Rome must keep the preceding speakers to the rules of 
Pian order ! 

“ He that now requireth miracles to make him believe, is himself a 
great miracle,” saith Augustine. The miracles of divine power (accord- 
ing to him) are now to be sought in the works of nature, in the won- 
ders of its ever-recurring changes, and in the regular course of the 
Divine Providence. After enumerating the miracles of Christ, he asks : 
—‘“Cur inquis ista non fiunt? Quia non moverent nisi mira essent : 
at si solita essent mira non essent.” (Augustin, de Utilitate Cre- 
dendi.) He speaks of miracles not being permitted to last to our 
times, or to survive the propagation of Christianity over the world. 
(De Vera Religione, c. 47.) Paley in his ‘‘ Evidences” had these 
words in view when he likens the primitive Church to an apple-tree. 
Miracles are like stakes supporting the young tree; when grown, 
trained, established, of what use are stakes or miracles? Chrysostom 
bears similar testimony to the cessation of miracles in Sermons XX XIII. 
and XXXVI. on the Resurrection and on the Feast of Pentecost. He 
asks, ‘‘Why are no signs and miracles entrusted to us now? By 
claiming those higher miracles of grace and inward change, which 
enable us to use the prayer of faith and to exclaim, ‘Our Father which 
art in heaven!’” Bernard, the last of the Fathers, considers the 
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standing miracle in the Church to be the conversion of a sinner. 
(Serm. I. in Die Ascensionis.) He accommodates the whole Christian 
life to the miraculous works of the primitive Church, and finds in its 
varied graces the true representation of the outward miracles of an 
earlier age. 

At the first planting of the Christian religion, God was pleased to 
accompany it with a miraculous power, for the real benefit and advan- 
tage of men, by feeding the hungry, healing all sorts of diseases, ejecting 
of devils, and reviving the dead. The true miracles were peculiarly 
eminent above these lying wonders of demons, in that they were not 
made out of vain ostentation of power and to raise unprofitable amaze- 
ment. These impostures delude not only to pecuniary defraudationa, 
but the irreparable deceit of death. If the Papists were weaned from 
their sauntering humour, wherein they let a good part of their lives run 
uselessly away, they would acquire skill in many matters; first, in 
that which they worship they find no succour; and secondly, at His 
hands whom they ought to serve, there is no other thing to be looked 
for but the effects of most just displeasure, the withdrawal of grace, 
dereliction in this world, and in the world to come confusion. The 
miracles pretended by modern Romanists either relate to trifles un- 
worthy of the Divine interposition, or they have been wrought before 
persons drowned in gross ignorance and incapable of testing them, or 
before beings resolved at any rate to believe them. A miracle is a sen- 
sible sign—a perceptible change in the order of the visible and material 
universe, and is therefore an appropriate indication that some corre- 
sponding spiritual or moral change has taken place. It is the sien of 
God revealing and appointing (therefore a miracle and a new revelation 
go together) ; but it is inconsistent with the permanent course of an 
appointment once made. God’s first great miracle was the creation and 
the establishment of the order of the universe ; and this being done, the 
system was left to work as by a power pervading it. God's last great 
scene of miracles was the revelation of the Christian scheme; and this 
being established, its continuance is in like manner left to the ordinary 
operation of that appointment. Miraculous interposition Now would 
indicate that the Christian scheme hitherto has not conveyed all the 
truths requisite for mankind. 

Modern pretended miracles tend to exalt the Virgin Mary—“ The 
Female Glory.” That she vowed perpetual virginity, and remained always 
a virgin, hath no proof but the idle fancies of an oldnun. How could 
she promise virginity to God and marriage to Joseph? Some Papists 
have written basely of marriage, which Christ honoured with his first 
miracle, and the Holy Ghost by overshadowing the betrothed virgin. 
If the same God had not been the author of virginity and marriage, He 
had never countenanced virginity by marriage, as he did in the Virgin 
Mary. - Notwithstanding blessed as Mary is, her communications 
are all of the earth, and not of heaven or of any former state of exist- 
ence. The Immanuel who spake of the glory which he had with the 
Father before the world was, could alone testify of a glorious pre-exist- 
ence. Noman can serve two objects of worship. Is Christ or Mary 
worthy of ewltus? Choose whom you will serve—Drs Manning and 
Capel! choose. (I.) Christ having been, according to your own show- 
ing, able to save men, in what respect is Mary more efficient than 
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Christ ? and if Mary has done no more for man’s salvation than Christ 
did before her, where is the use of cultus to Mary? (II) By the 
admission and teaching of the. Bible, atonement must precede par- 
don. Christ made atonement for us (Rom. iii. 25, and v. 11; 1 John 
ii. 2). Mary did not and could not atone, for she confessed herself a 
sinner like ourselves (Luke i. 47). Where, then, is any ground for the 
cultus of Mary, or for your trust in her ? 

O thou Bishop of Rome, read the Revelation of St John the Divine. 
You will find that Mary is among the worshippers (she is not the 
object of cultus in heaven), ascribing salvation to God even the 
Lamb! Her REDEEMER IS HER JUDGE. He who died for Mary passes 
the final sentence. Look ! how great is His majesty and glory—so great 
is the atonement and propitiation made for her. Her spirit doth rejoice 
in God her Saviour. The Christian Church praises Christ. (Apoc. v. 
9-14.) God did not change the name of His Church into Marian. (Isaiah 
Ixii. 2.) Christians belong to Christ, the First, last, best (Acts 
xii 26)—their Head and Husband. 





IV.—_THE ROMISH CONTROVERSY IN MINIATURE. 
By THE Eprror. 


NY one who would like to see at a glance the way in which the 
controversy between Romanists and Protestants has generally 
been conducted, could not do better than possess himself of 

a small pamphilet,* a copy of which was sent to us a short time 
ago. He will see on the one side a man honestly and fearlessly stat- 
ing what he believes to be the truth; on the other, evasions, person- 
alities, impertinences, an utter refusal to look at the real matter in dis- 
pute, and a quibbling upon points which do not bear upon the question. 
The controversy appears to have originated in this wise : The Rev. Dr 
Badcock, vicar of Stroud, had in the month of September last, in the 
course of a speech, made these three assertions: 1. That “ Catholics de- 
prive the people of God’s Word ;” 2. That “the Mass is blasphemous ;” 
3. That “ Catholics hold the doctrine of justification by works.” An 
anonymous writer, with the signature “ A Catholic,” attacked him in 
the columns of a local newspaper, denied his assertions, and addressed 
him in the following paragraph, which we are confident that every 
Romanist gentleman will condemn as presumptuous and insolent :— 


“Notwithstanding, my dear sir, your high literary attainments, your 
character for wisdom, and your general sound information upon other mat- 
ters, you must excuse me for saying in the plainest language, though with- 
out any intention of giving personal offence, that you are in a state of the 
most lamentable ignorance upon the whole subject of Catholic doctrine ; 
and as yourconstant presence at anti-Catholic meetings proves that you take 
an interest therein, [ earnestly implore you to devote some time to its 
study before you again venture to speak rashly and incorrectly about the 
faith of your fellow-Christians. You can easily acquire the necessary infor- 
mation. The Catholic priest lives close to the vicarage, and you will find 
him courteously accessible and well qualified to instruct you on such sub- 
jects. Ask him plainly what hisChurch teaches onthe above points, or on 
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any other Catholic subject which you may hereafter select as your theme 
for a platform oration. And should you reject this counsel, I implore you 
to remember what a fearful responsibility you will incur should you again 
become an instrument for the circulation of such awful misrepresentations.” 


Forthwith “A Catholic” is answered by the Rev. Mr D’Arcy, who 
calmly and forcibly vindicates the truth of Dr Badcock’s statements, and 
intimates clearly enough, though in too mild terms, what he thinks of 
his opponent’s insolence. “‘ A Catholic” replies, hiding his lack of argu- 
ment under impertinent personalities, and ends by declining further con- 
troversy. Mr D’Arcy again replies, and other controversialists on either 
side come on the scene, notably Mr Cory, missionary secretary of Irish 
Church Missions, and “ Christianus,” on one side, and “P.” and “J. G.” 
on the other. 

Our readers scarcely require to be told what “A Catholic” has to 
say in answer to the three charges brought against his Church by Dr 
Badcock. He pleads, of course, that the Romanists do not deprive the 
people of God’s Word, on the ground that the teaching of the priesthood 
is God’s word. Well! but do not even Romanists admit that the Bible 
is God’s Word, in the sense that it is a part of God’s word? If, then, it 
were admitted that the Bible and the teaching of the priesthood are two 
parts of the word of God, it cannot be denied that the Romanists deprive 
the people of the one part; and therefore they do deprive them of God’s 
Word. If they could prove that the Apocrypha is part of the inspired 
word of God, would they hesitate to charge Protestants with suppress- 
ing the word of God, on the ground that they exclude the apocryphal 
books from the Bible? But, say the more intelligent Romanists—Dr 
Newman, for example—the Bible is the word of God, and the teaching 
of the Church is the word of God, and the latter is that form of the 
word which is fit for popular use, while the substance of both is iden- 
tical. But is there any Romanist living who will venture to say that 
there has never been false teaching within the Church of Rome? 
Did not Luther, for example, for many years teach within the Church 
those very doctrines that were afterwards condemned by the Church ? 
And has not every heretic who has been excommunicated by a pope, 
taught within the pale of the Church that heretical doctrine for which 
he has been subsequently expelled? Suppose it were granted that the 
Church has the power of subsequently cleansing herself from the pol- 
lution of error, who shall say that at any moment she is actually clean ? 
Individual priests are not held to be infallible. How, then, can I have 
any certainty that the doctrine which I am taught to-day may not be 
condemned to-morrow? Infallibility is a delusion, and may prove a 
destructive snare, unless it be all-pervasive of the infallible body. If 
the Church be infallible, every member of it must be infallible. On the 
principle that the strength of a chain is but the strength of its weakest 
link, a Church cannot be infallible that contains a single fallible mem- 
ber. But now infallibility in the Romish body is localised. By what 
authority? By that of the Vatican Council. But is that infallible 
authority? Surely no; for the ascription of infallibility to the Pope 
implied, and was intended to imply, the abnegation of it on the part of 
the Council. But surely none but infallible authority is sufficient to 
authenticate infallibility. Will it be said that the Council was infallible 
up to the point at which it declared the infallibility of the Pope, and 
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that it was then divested, or divested itself, of the gift? But what if 
some pope were in like manner infallibly to declare himself, and all his 
predecessors and successors, fallible? This is possible. If the Council 
could fix the wbi of the infallibility, which Romanists have long held 
to reside somewhere in the Church, their decree is utterly inefficacious 
unless they were themselves infallible. But if they infallibly declared 
themselves fallible, the Popewho is now by them declared infallible may in 
like manner himself infallibly declare his own fallibility. “A Catholic” 
does not attempt to answer a single argument that is brought against 
the teaching of the Romish priesthood as the rule of faith. He merely 
asserts that a few passages in the authorised English version are incor- 
rectly rendered, and seems to give that as a reason why the Romanists do 
not, at all events, encourage the reading of the Scriptures by the laity. 

Mr D’Arcy has done his part in the controversy exceedingly weil, 
and we heartily bid him God-speed in his contendings for God’s Word 
and God’s truth. 





V.—PILGRIMAGES—ANCIENT AND MODERN. 
From the “ Christian Standard.” ; 


OW strictly true are the words of the master-poet Dryden, in the 
case of every individual Christian :— 


“ Like pilgrims, to the appointed place we tend ; 
The world’s an inn, and death the journey’s end.” 


This couplet, however, may be taken in a wider and more general sense. 
I would here beg to observe that to visit the tomb of a friend, or any 
place or places of antiquity worthy of notice, may not be at all improper 
sometimes, as will be understood by persons who possess a regard for all 
that is rare and great. ‘‘The circumstance doth make it good or ill.” 
And (as D’Aubigné remarks) “do not those revolutions, which cast 
down dynasties, or even whole kingdoms, into the dust ; those single 
wrecks which we fall in with in the midst of the sands; those majestic 
ruins which the field of humanity presents; do not those cry loud 
enough, God in History?” But the evil lies in the motive being per- 
verted, and made a kind of stalking-horse or cloak of to cover over vice 
and infamy of the lowest grade, namely, to “expiate all sins,” as is 
shown in the late pilgrimage to Paray-le-Monial. One of the “ Oxford 
apostates,” who, some few years ago, was the chosen type and represen- 
tation of modern Popery, and “whose enormous swallow of Popish 
miracles is said to have been large enough to admit of a ‘bushel at a 
time,’” publicly asserted the following supremely stupid sentence :—“ I 
firmly believe that saints in their lifetime have before now crossed the 
sea without vessels.” Could anything be more absurd than such a 
belief 2 What ground could there be for maintaining such a notion, 
except at a sacrifice of common sense. But perhaps the Romish father 
was thinking of a balloon excursion, or a scallop-shell. (?) Eusebius 
and others inform us that Helena, the mother of Constantine, proceeded 
on a pilgrimage to Palestine, and built the Church of the Holy Sepulchre. 
At the end of the fourth century, pilgrimages had become very common, 
especially by women, who were particularly exposed during a long and 
tedious journey through countries like Syria, notorious for licentious- 
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ness of manners. Gregory of Nyssa, in one of his epistles, reproves the 
indiscriminate custom of pilgrimages by the fair sex, and affirms that 
“ pilgrimages are not enjoined by the Scriptures; that the grace of God 
is not more abundant at Jerusalem than elsewhere; that grace is obtained 
by faith, and not by change of place; that were grace so plentiful at 
Jerusalem as people seemed to fancy, the inhabitants of that city would 
be strangers to sin; instead of which, all kinds of sin were common 
among them, and especially murder and lasciviousness.” He observes 
that he had himself been once to Palestine, but it was on a mission of 
his ministry to the churches round about that part, and that he had a 
conveyance provided by the Imperial officers for him and his attendants; 
but he adds, ‘I found my faith was neither increased nor diminished 
by the sight of Bethlehem and of the Mount of Olives. As I believed 
before in the mysteries of the Revelation, so I believe after my visit.” 
There is much good sense in this Epistle, as well as sound religion. 
Some writers have done much to cast doubts on the authenticity of the 
letters ascribed to Gregory, but they will be found in the works of 
Gregory, by Lippomanus, in his ‘“ Lives of the Saints.” 

During the following centuries, pilgrimages became the ruling passion 
of many. The lives of the so-called saints teem with accounts of their 
“pious journeys” to Jerusalem. Pilgrims at that early period frequently 
set forth on their long journey with staff and wallet, amid the prayer and 
blessing of their kindred. Pilgrimage was considered then, as now, an 
all important matter, as it “‘expiated all sin.” Under this awful delu- 
sion, persons were wont to travel to the shores of Jordan, and to bathe 
in the waters there, in order, as they believed, “‘ to wash away all the 
evil of the former life.” The shirt which the pilgrim had worn when he 
entered Jerusalem was carefully folded up, and laid by as “ his winding 
sheet,” which was believed to possess the power of transporting the pil- 
grim to heaven. St Augustine remarks that “ the Lord did not say, Go 
to the East to seek justification, or, Sail unto the furthest West in order 
to obtain forgiveness. I ask nothing of thee which is not within thee.” 
C..rysostom, another of the early Fathers, says: “In order to obtain 
forgiveness of our sins, it is not necessary to disburse money ; it is not 
required to travel to distant lands, nor to undergo bodily labours and 
dangers.” Dr Johnson’s view of the matter was very similar. He 
remarks in ‘‘ Rasselas” that “he who supposes that his own vices may 
be more successfully combated in Palestine, will perhaps find himself 
mistaken, yet he may go thither without folly ; he who thinks they will 
be more freely pardoned, dishonours at once his reason and religion.” 
The pilgrimage to the Holy Land was, no doubt, the remote origin of 
the wars of the Crusades. In after ages, the custom of going on pilgrim- 
ages greatly increased. Persons resorted to the shrines of St Iago, in 
Spein, to St Gregory of Tours, and to the tomb of St Thomas a Becket, 
Canterbury, and many other places, as appears from an old poem, part of 
which I here subjoin :— 


From “ A Booke intituled the Fantasie Idolatrie” (1540). 
Ronnyng hyther and thyther, 
We cannot tell whether, 
In offryng candels and pence 
To stones and stockes,. 
And to old rotten blockes, 
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That came we know not from whense, 
To Walsyngham a gaddyng, 

To Canterbury a maddyng, 

As men distraught of mynde ; 

With fewe clothes on our backes, 
But an image of waxe, 

For the lame and for the blynde. 

To the holy bloud of Hayles, 

With your fyngers and nayles, 

All that ye may stretche and wynne ; 
Yet it would not be seen, 

Except you were shryven, 

And clene from all deadly synne. 
There were we flocked, 

Lowted and mocked ; 

For nowe it is knowne to be 

The bloud of a ducke 

That long did sucke 

The thrifte from every degre. ~ 


The pilgrim’s garb consisted of a brown or grey gown, a broad-brimmed 
hat, adorned with a palm leaf, that is, if he was going to the Holy Land, 
but if to any other place, he had a scallop shell and a long staff, round 
at one end and pointed at the other, and a hollow gourd for his pouch. 
In the west, the celebration of the Jubilee perpetuated the custom of 
pilgrimages to Rome. The institution of this wretched Roman jubilee 
is due to Boniface VIII. Dr Fuller states that “ many persons of quality 
going yearly to Rome, sometimes, perchanee, with bare feet, but never 
with empty hands. But the Pope’s principal harvest was in the jubilee 
(which of late recurred every five and twenty years), when no fewer 
than two hundred thousand strangers have been counted at Rome at 
once. Of these, more than the tenth part may be justly allowed English, 
it being always observed that distance increaseth devotion; and the 
furthest off, the forwardest in will-worship of this nature.” Poor Lam- 
bert, the historian, is said to have performed “a furtive pilgrimage.” 
He was much alarmed lest his Lord Abbot (of Hertzfeld), without 
whose permission he set forth, should die without having forgiven him. 
One of the miserable old archbishops of the fifteenth century, named 
Arundel, opposed William Thorpe, a Lollard, in his examination at 
Saltwood Castle, in the year 1407. Respecting pilgrimages, Thorpe 
writes : “The Archbishop said to me, ‘ Leud losell! thou seest not far 
enough in this matter, for thou considerest not the great travaile of 
pilgrimes ; therefore thou blamest that thing that is praisable. I say 
to thee, that it is right wel done that pilgrimes have with them both 
singers and also pipers; that when one of them that goeth barefoot 
striketh his toe upon a stone, and hurteth him sore, and maketh him 
bleede, it is well done that he or his fellow begin with a song, or else 
take out of his bosom a bagpipe, for to drive awaie with such mirth the 
hurt of his fellow ; for with such solace the travaile and wearinesse of 
pilgrimes is lightly and merrily borne out.” The Lollard answered, 
“Sir, St Paul teacheth men to weepe with them that weepe.”. The 
Archbishop said, “ What! janglest thou against men’s devotion? What- 
soever thou or such other saie, I saie that the pilgrimage that now is 
used is to them that do it a praisable and a good meane to come the 
rather to grace.” [See “ Pilgrimages,” by Desiderius Erasmus.] This 
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writer gives a glowing account of a gentleman who went on a pilgrim- 
age, also what became of him, his family, and property: “ From many 
examples, I will mention but one, neither so recent in date that I need 
fear to give offence, nor yet so old but that generation is still living, 
which cannot, from the greatness of the loss, forget the occurrence. A 
man of high rank had, with a pious intention, but little wisdom, deter- 
mined to visit Jerusalem before his death. Having therefore made his 
arrangements, he committed to an archbishop, as to a parent, the care 
and protection of all his affairs, of his wife, then great with child, of his 
towns, and his castles. When the news was brought that this man had 
died on his pilgrimage, the archbishop, instead of a parent, performed 
a robber’s part. He occupied all the possessions of the deceased ; last of 
all, he reduced by force the strongest castle, into which the pregnant 
woman had fled for refuge, and, that no avenger might survive of so 
atrocious a deed, the lady, together with her promised offspring, was 
murdered on the spot.” 

In the Middle Ages, it was a customary thing to choose a pilgrim an- 
nually to travel for “the whole company ” of Merchant Taylors. Henry 
de Rayl was chosen in 1300 “ for the master of this mystery.” Such a 
system of things to be carried out in those days ere the light of Reform 
ation had begun to dawn upon the land, is, in a measure, to be accounted 
for, but in these enlightened times it is a matter of surprise greatly to 
be lamented over. Pilgrimages to shrines are made by heathen worship- 
pers in other countries at the present day. With the Mohammedan, 
pilgrimages to the tomb of the Prophet at Mecca—as enjoined in the 
Koran—are looked upon as important parts of religious service. In 
Persia, there are annual pilgrimages made by immense crowds of 
idolatrous worshippers. The Hindoos have likewise their places of 
pilgrimages. The old idol Juggernaut, at certain periods, is brought 
out, and mounted, as is well known, on a large car, and dragged along 
amidst thousands of poor deluded Hindoos, many of whom consider it 


an honour to fall down in the way, and allow the massive wheels of the 
vehicle to crush them. W. W. 





VI—THE DOCTRINE OF THE REAL PRESENCE. 


ROM Basil Dr Pusey quotes, “That the participation of the body 
and blood of Christ is necessary even to everlasting life itself. 
‘Verily, verily, I say unto you, except ye eat the flesh of the Son of 
man, and drink His blood, ye have no life in you,’” &c. (p. 424.) 
This and suchlike passages from Basil are not testimony in favour of 
Dr Pusey’s doctrine, unless indeed Basil believed such a literal partici- 
pation of the body and blood of Christ as Dr Pusey’s doctrine requires, 
but he did no such thing. Quoting the words, “and he that eateth me; 
even he shall live by me,” he remarks, “ For we eat His flesh and drink 
His blood by being made partakers, through His incarnation and life of 
sense, of the Word and wisdom. For He called His whole mystical 
course and conversation on earth His flesh and blood, and signified by 
them that doctrine consisting of practical and natural and theological 
teaching, by which the soul is nourished, and is prepared for the con- 
templation of things” (Zpist. 148, tom. iii. p. 167). It is needless to 
remark that this kind of participation is not by the human mouth, as 
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Dr Pusey’s doctrine requires, but is a mental and spiritual participa- 
tion, and consequently is testimony against Dr Pusey. Elsewhere 
Basil says, “‘ We have observed in many places that the faculties of the 
soul are called by the same names as the external members of the body. 
And since our Lord is the true bread, and His flesh the true meat, it is 
necessary that the pleasure and joy derived from that bread should 
accrue to us through a mental taste” (in Psalm xxxiii. (xxxiv.), tom. 
i, p. 190). 

It certainly is very unfair for Dr Pusey to give the language of the 
Fathers as testimony for his doctrine of the real presence, and to un- 
derstand it in an opposite sense to which they interpret it, and suppress 
their interpretation. 

Jerome is another Father whom Dr Pusey treats after the same man- 
ner. Like Basil, he makes such statements and gives such explana- 
tions respecting eating the flesh and drinking the blood of Christ, and 
so distinguishes between two kinds of flesh and blood, the one spiritual 
and the other not so, as to render the quotations which Dr Pusey 
makes from him of no avail as testimony for his doctrine of the real 
presence. For note what he says, “Since the flesh of the Lord is true 
food, and His blood is true drink, the spiritual meaning [of Eeel. iii. 
13] is, that in this present life we have only one good, to feed on His 
flesh and to drink His blood, not only in the mystery [the Eucharist], 
but also in the reading of the Scriptures. For the true food and 
drink which is derived from the Word of God, is knowledge of the 
Scriptures” (Comment. in Eccl., tom. vii. p. 72). Again, in another 
part of his writings, he states, “But in two ways are the blood and 
flesh of Christ understood, either that spiritual and divine whereof He 
himself said, ‘ My flesh is meat indeed, and my blood is drink indeed ;’ 
and, ‘Except ye eat my flesh and drink my blood, ye shall not have 
eternal life;’ or the flesh and blood, the flesh which was crucified, the 
blood which was shed by the soldier’s spear” (Comment. in Epist. ad 
Ephes., lib, i. tom. ix. p. 206). 

Before applying these two most important passages, from the most 
learned biblical scholar of antiquity, to the point in hand, it will be well 
for the reader to bear in mind that the doctrine for which Dr Pusey 
has adduced the testimony of the Fathers, is this, that in the conse- 
crated bread is really received the body of Christ, which “ was born of 
Mary, suffered on the cross, and rose from the sepulchre.” 

These two passages from the writings of Jerome, especially if taken 
in conjunction with each other, show that he could not have conceived 
that the flesh which was crucified, and the blood which was shed by the 
soldier’s spear, could be literally “ fed on” in the consecrated elements, 
for the flesh and blood which he believed to be there “fed on” could 
be “fed on” also in the reading of the Scriptures. It is then the 
spiritual and divine flesh and blood which Jerome believed to be “ fed 
on” in the Lord’s Supper, and not the literal. Jerome could not have 
understood the words, “ Except ye eat my flesh and drink my blood, 
ye shall not have eternal life,” literally, as Dr Wiseman and Dr Pusey 
do, for he quotes them as an instance of spiritual and divine flesh and 
blood in contrast with the literal flesh and blood, that is, “the flesh 
which was crucified, the blood which was shed with the soldier’s spear.” 

In another part of Jerome’s writings, or in authentic patristic testi- 
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mony ascribed to him, it is stated, “ We read the Holy Scriptures. I 
think that the Gospel is the body of Jesus, that the Holy Scriptures are 
His doctrine. And since He says, ‘he who doth not eat my flesh and 
drink my blood,’ although also it can be understood in the mystery 
| Eucharist]; yet more truly is the word of the Scriptures the body of 
Christ, and the divine doctrine is His blood” (Comment. in Psalm. tom. 
vill. p. 209). 

The fact that Jerome completely ignores a literal eating the flesh of 
Christ and drinking His blood, is a certain proof that such a literal 
eating as Romanists and Romanisers now maintain was really unknown 
to him. 

Another piece of patristic testimony attributed to him is, “Jesus 
took bread, and blessing, broke, transfiguring His own body into bread, 
which is the present Church, which ( 7'ransjigurans corpus suum in panem 
quod est ecclesia que) is received in faith” (Comment. in Marcum, cap. 
xiv. tom. ix. p. 109). This accredited witness so understands and in- 
terprets the words of institution in relation to the bread as to show 
after the same manner as Cyprian, that he could not have conceived 
that the bread was really and actually made the body of Christ, which 
was born of Mary. No one pretends that when Cyprian and Jerome 
speak in this style that their language must be understood literally, and 
no one ought to pretend, when they use less strong language respecting 
the bread becoming the body of Christ, that their language is to be 
understood literally.—Harrison’s Answer to the Eucharistic Doctrine, 


VII.—ROMISH DOINGS, 
(Translated from “ L’ Eglise Libre,” 5th December 1873.) 


ylUs IX. has just given, wrbé et ordi, to Rome and to the world, an 
| enormous encyclical. Well may it be called enormous ; eight large 

columns of the Univers—so much for the length of the document. 
As to its contents, it is an interminable diatribe, lacquered over with 
insults, each one more violent and gross than the rest, against all the 
governments and the individuals that have the misfortune to displease 
his choleric Holiness. 

What profusion of epithets! what treasure of violences and of im- 
precations in this political deed! and yet fanatics, fools, and triflers 
will of course proclaim that it is sublime. 

After the due amount of abuse of Italy, republican Switzerland re- 
ceives the first waves of this foul torrent. Some of the cantons of the 
Helvetic Federation are simply accused of having subverted every rule, 
not only in opposition to all the principles of justice and of reason, but 
in violation of publicly-plighted faith. Geneva is treated as she deserves. 
Ah! the miscreant! She has put Gaspard out of doors, “ our vener- 
able brother Gaspard,” whose expulsion has been “as honourable and 
glorious to him as it has been disgraceful and vile for those who have 
decreed and carried it out.” Geneva has made laws which are displeas- 
ing to Gaspard. The Infallible hastens to declare that these laws are 
null and of no authority. 

As for Father Hyacinthe and the other curés of Geneva—“ strangers 
who come only to steal, to kill, and to destroy the sheep of the Lord” 
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—they ‘are well and duly excommunicated with the greater excommuni- 
cation ; that is to say, the great, in opposition to the lesser, which is 
without consequences, 

After Switzerland comes Germany. The “ Most Serene Emperor” 
net having admitted the theory expounded by the Pope in his corre- 
spondence, which would make him, the old William, a spiritual subject 
of Pius 1X., he receives, as well as the German prinees who agree with 
him, an admonition by which it is to be feared that he will not profit 
much. The Pope charges him with having persecuted the faithful 
bishops, and favoured the Old Catholics and their “tissue of impu- 
dences.” So far, nothing but what was to be expected; but Pius IX. 
becomes quite pleasant when he laments that, contrary to all usage, 
the Emperor has caused a letter of his to be published in the official 
gazette. 

Finally, shedding a tear over certain American states which he 
abstains from naming, this man of encyclicals intimates that they will 
lose nothing by waiting. Thereupon he ends his insults, his anathe- 
mas, and his maledictions, as we do this notice of them, with— 


To be continued in our next number. 


VIIIL—THE NEW BISHOP OF THE OLD CATHOLICS. 


A] HEN I last wrote, the parliamentary conflict between the forces of 
the Ultramontane party and the Government had come to an end. 
The Government had carried its measures, and since then the 
bishops have sent in a short but significant letter, signed by every mem- 
ber of their body, declaring that they will not, neither directly nor indirect- 
ly, have anything to do with carrying them into execution. This is, of 
course, a very serious matter; for in this way, if Government and the 
bishops remain equally firm, in the course of a generation there will be 
no priests in Prussia, for the bishops refuse to educate according to law, 
and the State refuses to recognise the qualifications for the office of a 
parish priest of those not so educated. The animus of the bishops may 
be inferred from the circumstance that they refuse their co-operation in 
points which in other states are sanctioned by the Pope himself. The 
Government has not replied ; but its organs announce the appointment 
of the judges of the new ecclesiastical court (a mixed body of Protest- 
ants and Catholics), and the intention of the Government of dealing 
with cases of episcopal insubordination when they appear, not as pro- 
tests, but in the form of overt acts; and here matters rest at present. 

This month the Old Catholic movement steps again into the fore- 
ground, and I may be permitted to make it the exclusive subject of this 
letter ; and in order to put the matter in an intelligible shape for Eng- 
lish readers, I recapitulate the principal stages which have culminated 
in the important act which took place on the 4th of June, in the Church 
of St Pantaleon, in Cologne. 

In the month of July 1870, when the Council of the Vatican raised 
the doctrine of Papal infallibility to the rank of a dogma of the Church, 
Roman Catholic Professors of Theology in Munich, Bonn, Breslau, and 
Braunsburg, Dillinger at their head, declared their inability to accept 
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this dogma as an article of faith. A few priests joined them, and by 
degrees lay adherents swelled their ranks. But these protesting pro- 
fessors, priests, and laymen held no separate worship, nor did they in 
any way sever themselves from the see of Rome or the services in the 
churches where the priests had accepted the new teaching ; but Rome 
issued orders to suppress this half rebellion with a merciless hand. The 
priests were excommunicated, and the laymen denied access to the 
sacraments of the Church. Self-defence rendered a sort of organisation 
necessary, and a General Congress of the Catholics was convened in 
Munich in the autumn of 1871. 

’ In this Munich Congress they based their movement on the doctrine 
and discipline of the Romish Church, as these existed before the Council 
of the Vatican—i.e., in the first half of the year 1870. They recognised 
the Pope as a true Pope and the lawful Head of the Church. Dollinger 
brought all the weight of his illustrious reputation to bear on what I 
may term the reforming element in the assembly, and the attempt to 
organise separate congregations with worship conducted by priests of 
their own was, as the result of Déllinger’s interference, limited to cases 
of the extremest necessity—z.e., where access to the altars of the Infal- 
libilist churches was denied to the Old Catholics. But in this congress 
a paper was read by Dillinger himself on what is called the Jansenist 
Church of Holland, in which he declared the bishops of this Church to 
be in the apostolical succession, and the Church itself free from the 
taint of heresy. 

The force of events, combined with this declaration of Dillinger, soon 
bore fruit. Separate congregations sprung up, and the children of 
these congregations had to be confirmed. The Vatican bishops could 
not be expected to do it, and the “case of necessity ” arose which justi- 
fied the summoning of a foreign bishop. The Archbishop of Utrecht 
—for the validity of whose orders and the purity of whose doctrine 
Dillinger had vouched—was therefore summoned, and came; and thus 
a formal breach with the Vatican Church, not by individual priests, but 
by the Old Catholics as a body, was brought about. 

Such was the state of things when the second General Congress of 
the Old Catholics of Germany was held in Cologne in the autumn of 
1872. The situation had become completely changed. Not only was 
it decided to organise churches and associations in the whole country 
wherever adherents of the movement could be found, but a further reso- 
lution was passed, pledging the Old Catholics to elect a bishop of their 
own within a given time.» Dillinger offered some slight opposition, 
but even he has since acquieseed in the necessity of such a measure, 
and the result is seen in the election of Professor Reinkens of Breslau, 
on the 4th of June, to the office of Bishop of the Old Catholics of 
Germany. 

The new bishop was born in Aix-la-Chapelle on the Ist of March 
1821. He was ordained a priest on the 3d of September 1848. He 
studied in the University of Bonn, was made a D.D. by the University 
of Munich, and became Professor of Ecclesiastical History in the Uni- 
versity of Breslau, of which he was at one time rector. He was a 
marked man in the eyes of the Jesuits before 1870, and had more than 
once had to feel what their hatred can effect. In the year 1870 he 
joined the small but distinguished body of learned divines who opposed 
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the decision of the Vatican Council. The Prince Bishop of Breslau 
first suspended, then excommunicated him. This sentence had the bad 
effect of emptying his lecture-room, but, on the other hand, the good 
effect of leaving him at liberty to devote the whole of his time to the 
furtherance of the Old Catholic movement. Those who have had the 
privilege of knowing him, however slightly, and of hearing him speak or 
lecture, can, as is the case with the writer of these’ lines, bear testimony 
to the solidity of his learning, the burning eloquence of his oratory, and 
the noble dignity of his character. 

The body to whom the task of eléction was intrusted consisted of 
fifty-five laymen and twenty-two priests—in all, seventy-seven persons. 
The voting was secret, and by ballot. On sixty-nine out of the seventy- 
seven papers the scrutineers found the name of Professor Reinkens. 
The other votes were divided between Professors Reusch, Langen, and 
Michaelis. Here a difficulty arose. Professor Reinkens had declared 
before the election that personal considerations would in any case pre- 
vent him from accepting the office, and he therefore wished his name 
not to be taken into account. When the result was known he persisted 
in his refusal, and begged at least for time for reflection; but the 
assembled electors begged and implored him to undertake the office; 
and after a most urgent appeal from Professor Von Schulte, he at last 
uttered the decisive ‘‘ Yes.” Before the election, after service in the 
large Church of St Pantaleon, the electors retired into a side chapel, the 
choir singing the Latin hymn, “ Veni Creator Spiritus ” (Creator Spirit, 
come”), and now they issued forth again after the election in solemn 
procession, and the priest of the church, Dr Tangerman, ascended the 
pulpit, and announced to the assembled multitude that Professor Rein- 
kens had been elected bishop, and had accepted office. Then the bells 
rang out a joyous peal, and the congregation found utterance for their 
feelings in the strains of the “Te Deum Laudamus.” German Old 
Catholicism has thus definitely constituted itself, and its corporate his- 
tory begins. How much it will retain of Popish error, and how far it 
will make advances to the freedom and fulness of evangelical truth, the 
next few years will show. 

The result of the election was telegraphed to the Archbishop of 
Utrecht, who was to have consecrated the new bishop. It reached him 
on his deathbed, and now the task of consecrating the new bishop will 
devolve on the deceased Archbishop’s colleague, the Bishop of Deven- 
ter. One circumstance is worth noticing, as characteristic of the new 
bishop and of the spirit of the movement. On accepting the nomination 
Professor Reinkens made it an express condition that the vow to be 
taken by his flock, priests and laymen, should not be a vow to obey him, 
but, in the spirit of the ancient Church, a promise to Jove him and to 
‘ revere him. With deep emotion, the assembled electors tendered the 

promise in the form in which their bishop demanded it. The number 
of Old Catholic priests in Germany is now thirty-five ; the number of con- 
gregations and associations is considerably greater. In Germany, as in 
Switzerland, there is a greater dearth of priests than of pedple. This 
is accounted for partly by the fact that the intellectual demands made 
on a priest of an Old Catholic congregation are very much greater 


than the average parish priest would be able to undertake.—TZrve 
Catholic. 
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IX.—THE “BLACK INTERNATIONAL 

HE “Black International,” as the Jesuit Order has been happily 
i styled, is furious at the projected alliance of Italy and Germany. 
It sees in the friendship of the two Governments an augury of ill 
to its cause. And itis right. The alliance of Berlin and the Quirinal 
bodes no good to Ultramontanism. It proclaims, in unmistakable lan- 
guage, the determination of united Germany and united Italy not to 
permit of any outside interference with their mode of settling the con- 
troversy between them and the Vatican. It is also an alliance for 
mutual protection, forced upon the two countries by the menaces and 
denunciations of the hierarchy. These menaces and denunciations 
have increased in violence since the downfall of M. Thiers and the 
advent of MacMahon to power. France, though weakened in influence, 
and shorn of her material strength, is still the hope of the Papacy. 
The Duce de Broglie, French Foreign Minister, has protested against the 
law relating to religious corporations recently passed by the Italian 
Parliament, and this act is regarded by the Ultramontanes as indicative 
of the will of the French Government—although at present it has not 
the power—to espouse the cause of the “ Church,” which is hypocriti- 
cally said to be suffering cruel persecution at the hands of Bismarck 
and Victor Emmanuel. The Helvetic Republic is also numbered 
amongst the persecutors, simply because its Government would not 
allow the Jesuit conspirators to make its territory a hotbed in which 

to hatch their schemes against the peace of the world. 
Persecution indeed! If it be persecution to chain up or imprison a 
iger, in order to prevent it gratifying its thirst for human blood, then 
the action of the German, the Italian, and the Swiss Governments in 
checking the insolence, and curbing the power of the Romish priest- 
hood, is persecution. But, for the moment, it suits the Ultramontane 
wolves in sheep’s clothing to assume the ré/e of martyrs, and to raise 
the cry of persecution: it is the most effectual way of rousing the 
fanaticism of Europe to undertake the deliverance of the “Church” 
from her difficulties. Protestants and free-thinkers, we are told, are 
allied to oppress the “Church,” and to crucify Christ anew in the 
person of His vicar. Everywhere religion (Popery) is reviled, its 
ministers persecuted, and its power curtailed by heretical monsters who 
have vowed its destruction, and the alliance of Germany and Italy is 
another step in that direction. But the “ Church,” we are further told, 
“is not long to grovel in the dust.” Though God permits her enemies 
to oppress her for a season, it is only for the purpose of enabling them 
to fill the measure of their iniquity, and to render the Church’s eventual 
triumph more brilliant and decisive. And the time of her deliverance 
is close at hand. “Throughout the catholic world,” says the Westmin- 
ster Gazette, the organ of Arclrbishop Manning, “the hope of a coming 
triumph hasarisen. We are justified in watching for the coming change. 
We know, moreover, that God helps those who help themselves.” The 
words we shave quoted evidently allude to a time when Roman Catho- 
licism shall be restored to its lost estate by force of arms. It is puerile 
to imagine that the nations who have been at such pains to strip the 
Romish Church of her dangerous privileges, will, in a fit of remorse, 
restore those privileges at the mere bidding of the Pope. The hierarchy 
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entertain no such ridiculous notion. They look for the restoration of 
all that they have lost to the fanatic zeal and sharp swords of their 
followers, whose passions they stimulate by such words as the following, 
which we take from the same number of the Westminster Gazette in 
which the paragraph quoted above appeared :-— 

“There are none, or few men,” says the wily writer, “ really ready to 
sacrifice their own interests for the public defence of religion. They 
are not prepared; it is not the habit of the age to smite the enemies of 
God hip and thigh. To suggest such an exhibition of faith would be 
looked upon as Quixotic in our times, not but that the age is vigorous 
and robust enough; it is an age by no means squeamish about the 
shedding of blood for the attainment of human objects, or for the grati- 
fication of human passions. At no time has such a bloody war been 
fought as in our day. But men must not fight for faith, or for all that 
is implied in faith.” The drift of such whining appeals as the foregoing 
is not to be mistaken. 

However, forewarned should be forearmed, and if the Papists catch 
the Protestants napping when the time comes for smiting them “ hip 


and thigh,” it will not be for want of warning.—Protesiant Advocate 
(Adelaide). 





X.—QUEEN ELIZABETH AND THE SPANISH ARMADA. 


HE Rev. Mr Kelly has been lecturing to his co-religionists on “ Queen 
Elizabeth and the Spanish Armada,” and proving to his and their 
satisfaction that the invasion of England by Philip was a just and 

righteous act. The only pity, he thinks, was that it was not successful, 
and itis quite evident that Father Kelly knows the business of Providence 
better than it does itself. Philip, the object of Father Kelly’s admiration, 
is known to every student of history as the most inhuman tyrant that ever 
wore acrown, the one whose administration is the blackest blot on the 
annals of the world, and made the greatest contribution ever made by 
one man to the misery of the human race. But it was all done in the 
interest of Father Kelly’s Church, and he regrets that Philip was not 
able to do in England what he did in the Low Countries. Had the 
* Armada proved a success, and had Medina Sidonia got his foot on the 
neck of England as Alva had on that of the Low Countries, what 
occurred in the latter place would have been repeated in our mother 
country. England would have been deluged with blodd, the institu- 
tions of the country would have been trampled to dust by the foot of 
the Spanish men-at-arms, qautos-da-fe would have smoked in every 
market place, and the Holy Inquisition would have been established 
in every town throughout the land. This is the crime which Philip’s 
memory is spared, and which Father Kelly is sorry that he was 
unable to commit. It would be folly to argue with Father Kelly, or 
with those who think with him, if there-are any such. So far as the 
interests of his order are concerned, no doubt he is perfectly right. But 
it is something to have made a great step towards taking the education 
of the people out of the hands of such teachers as these. What inver- 
sion of human sympathies and falsifications of history must be produced 
in the worst cases, when we see one of the most able, most respectable, 
and most deservedly liked of his order in this community, committing 
himself to the assertion of such doctrines as these !—A ustralasian, 
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XI.—CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 


LMOST simultaneously with the announcement that the leading 
Roman Catholics of England are about to establish a University at 
Kensington for the benefit of the young men of their communion, * 

publicity has been given to a very remarkable document relating to the 
management, or rather the mismanagement, of the Irish Catholic Univer- 
sity at Dublin. It is neither more nor less than a protest against the 
methods on which the University is at present conducted; andit furnishes 
a most interesting commentary on the character of the higher education 
which finds favour among Ultramontanes, This protest, which is signed 
by a large number of past and present students of the University, includ- 
ing not only members of the legal and medical professions, but even priests, 
complains strongly, in the first place, of the almost total neglect of 
scientific teaching—a neglect which, says the document, “is the more 
to be regretted that it has afforded a very plausible instrument to the 
enemies of the Catholic University, who never tire of repeating that the 
Catholic Church is the enemy of science.” Certainly the facts, as set 
forth by those who have been or are actually in attendance at the Uni- 
versity, go a long way to justify such an accusation. It seems there is 
practically no scientific teaching at present given at all, the only pro- 
fessor whose réle it was to give instruction of that kind having accepted 
the Presidency of the Queen’s College at Cork, while, to quote the pro- 
test, it is “a melancholy fact that no Irish Catholic man of science can be 
found to take his place.” It does not need the experience of the Dublin 
Catholic University to prove that the Roman Church is hostile to the 
teaching of science. A glance at the Index Expurgatorius for almost 
any decade during the past three centuries would abundantly demon- 
strate that fact. Moreover, the proclamation of the Dogma of Infalli- 
bility justifies a reference to the world-known case of Galileo. In the 
belief of every orthodox Romanist, Pope Urban the Eighth was just as 
infallible as his successor, Pius the Ninth; and there is extant docu- 
mentary evidence to show that he, by an ex cathedra utterance, directed 
that Galileo should be compelled to retract his assertion that the earth 
revolves round the sun, instead of the sun round the earth. We do not 
pretend to assert that the Papacy has uniformly evinced hostility to 
science; the Jesuits themselves have been amongst the greatest contri- 
butors to the mass of experimental knowledge which forms the basis of 
some of the most important departments of science. But the Ultra- 
montanism of to-day is conscious that scientific teaching is not favour- 
able to its pretensions; and, therefore, the Catholic hierarchy of Ireland, 
while claiming as a right the direction of the secondary education of all 
the youth of that communion in the country, do not hesitate to limit 
and mutilate their university curriculum to a degree which makes even 
that proposed by-Mr Gladstone for his Irish National University broad 
and generous by comparison. The most ardent opponent of denomina- 
tionalism could not pronounce on the Catholic University any stronger 
condemnation than that implied in a passage of the document we are 
referring to, which sets forth, that “it is deeply to be deplored that the 
lecture list of the University does not include for the Society of Arts 
the name of a single professor of the physical and natural sciences, or 
the name of a solitary teacher in even such branches as descriptive geo- 
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metry, geology, zoology, comparative anatomy, mineralogy, mining, 
astronomy, philology, ethnology, mechanics, or optics.” When we fur- 
ther learn that ‘theological instruction is absent from the curriculum,” 
and that ‘“‘the teaching of modern Continental languages has of late 
years b.en almost wholly given up,” the question suggests itself—what 
is there that is taught at this very extraordinary University? Nothing, 
apparently, except the classics, and the principle of absolute mental as 
well as spiritual submission to the Holy Father and his representatives, 
the hierarchy of Ireland. To call an institution of this kind a univer- 
sity is to misapply and degrade a great and noble educational concep- 
tion. It seems perfectly certain that, as a means of furnishing all the 
more essential branches of modern secondary instruction, an average 
English middle-class school is far preferable to this, which Cardinal 
Cullen and his allies would make the apex of all Irish Catholic educa- 
tion, and for which they demand State endowment without the least 
modicum of State control. The English Romanists are probably too 
enlightened to take the Catholic University of Dublin as the model for 
the institution they project. But that they will be able to meet the 
requirements of the time we do not believe; at all events, if they do, 
they need not hope to obtain the sanction of the Vatican for their 
enterprise. For our own part, we cannot pretend to any sympathy 
with them, The intense activity of denominationalism in the domain 
of edacation seems to us one of the least satisfactory of its manifesta- 
tions, and when this activity is carried into the region of the higher 
education, “it is not nor it cannot come to good.” The movement is, 
in fact, directly counter to the prevailing tendency. The great English 
universities, in obedience to a pressure which is internal as well as exter- 
nal, are rapidly divesting themselves of their denominational character ; 
all the chief ones on the Continent are taking, or have taken, a similar 
course. Ultramontanism is, no doubt, exhibiting at present in England 
a considerable amount of energy, but it is febrile, unnatural, and certainly 
not equal to the task of battling with the new and enlightened ideas 
which are daily reforming and improving our national system of higher 
education. 





THE CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY, IRELAND. 
PROTEST FROM STUDENTS. 

E are informed that a protest against the defective educational sys- 
tem and general mismanagement of the Irish Catholic University 
was addressed on Saturday to Cardinal Cullen and the Irish 

hierarchy in connection with the academical commencements on Tuesday 
next, when most of the Catholic bishops are expected to attend. The 
protest has been numerously signed by students, past and present, 
amongst them being many members of the legal and medical profession, 
as well as several priests and ecclesiastical students. The memorial, 
which occupies thirty printed pages, and deals minutely with the admi- 
nistration of the institution, begins by declaring that the present defects 
in the working of the University endanger its existence as an educational 
establishment. The signatories say they feel it a solemn duty as students 
to make a strenuous and filial effort to rescue it from its unsatisfactory 
condition. They advert to the recent resolutions of the bishops, and 
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with reference to the chief educational defects in the curriculum express 
themselves as follows :—“ We regret that the teaching of science in the 
University has not been so much attended to as it might, and as it must 
be if the Catholic University is ever to take a prominent part among 
the educational establishments of the kingdom. This neglect is more 
to be regretted as it has offered a very plausible argument to the enemies 
of the Catholic University, who never tire of repeating that the Catholic 
Church is the enemy of science. Indeed, within the last day or two, a 
very distinguished professor of science (Mr Huxley) went so far as to 
say that it had become a question for the Government seriously to con- 
sider whether the hostility of the Catholic Church to the study of the 
physical sciences might not be met by persecution; while Mr Dix. 
Hutton, a gentleman noted for his anxiety to avoid giving offence, in 
the Fortnightly Review for December 1871, stated it as a fact which 
Catholics themselves do not deny, that our Church is opposed on prin- 
ciple to the study of modern science. It has been again and again 
said that the Catholic Church has been carrying on her usual policy in 
Ireland with respect to science. Now the allegation is, of course, a 
sneer, but we are sorry to say it is a sneer not without a sufficient gild- 
ing of truth to ensure currency. We do not know of any reply to such 
taunts which would be more conclusive than the foundation of a great 
school of science in the Catholic University. No one can deny that we 
Irish Catholics -are miserably deficient in scientific education. That 
deficiency is extremely galling to us. In a commercial point of view it 
involves a loss to us. In a social and intellectual sense it is a positive 
degradation.” The protest alludes regretfully to the secession of Dr W. 
K. Sullivan, recently appointed President of the Queen’s College, Cork, 
and dwells on the “ melancholy fact” that no Irish Catholic man of 
science can be found to take his place. It goes on to say that, with 
this lamentable fact in view, it is deeply to be deplored that the lecture 
list of the University does not contain for the Faculty of Arts the name 
of a single professor of the physical or natural sciences, nor the name 
of a solitary teacher in even such sciences as descriptive geometry, geo- 
logy, zoology, comparative anatomy, mineralogy, astronomy, philology, 
ethnology, mechanics, electricity, or optics. The disproportion between 
the encouragement given to the study of science and that bestowed upon 
classics, which is exhibited in the distribution of the professorial chairs, 
is also manifested in the arrangement of its exhibitions and prizes. 
While in other universities the prizes offered in classical subjects do not 
exceed one-fourth of the whole, in the Catholic University they are 
equal to those offered in all the other subjects put together. On this 
head they declare that the contrast the Catholic University presents to any 
other similar institution in the world in its treatment of science “ cannot 
be suffered to continue if the University is to live.” They submit that 
the physical and natural sciences have, within the past fifty years, be- 
come the chief studies of the world, and have afforded to infidel writers 
the weapons with which they make the fiercest assaults upon the Church 
and the truths of Scripture. But the more minutely science is inves- 
tigated, the more evident those truths become. It is, therefore, the 
duty of the Catholic University to impress this fact upon the students. 
With reference to the inferiority of Irish Catholics in scientific know- 
ledge, they say, ‘“ We are determined that such inferiority shall no longer 


THE POPE AND DR MANNING. 95 


bo 


exist. If scientific training be unattainable in our own University, 
Trish Catholics will seek it at Trinity, or the Queen’s Colleges, or they 
will be forced to study for themselves the works of Haeckel, Darwin, 
Huxley, Tyndal, or Lyell.” The protest urges upon the bishops the 
absolute necessity of at once securing the services of competent instruc- 
tors in science, or at least in such important branches of it as compara- 
tive anatomy, geology, and zoology. It refers in emphatic terms to the 
fact that, “for twenty years, the Catholic University has been before 
the world as an educational institution, and during that time there has 
not been a single graduate appointed to any position whatever in the 
Faculty of Philosophy and Letters, or of Science.” The critics, it goes 
on to say, can hardly be blamed if, in the face ef this fact, they assume 
that the disbelief of the University authorities in the scholarship of 
their own students is the true explanation of what would be else incom- 
prehensible. The signatories further represent the entire absence of 
theological instruction in the University, and, quoting Dr Newman on 
the subject, submit that it is the function of the institution to supply 
educated Catholics with the means of learning something of the theo- 
logy of their Church. They also complain that the teaching of modern 
languages has been almost entirely given up of late years, causing many 
students to seek instruction elsewhere. The protest further asks that 
the publication of the “ University Calendar,” which, “ for some reason 
has been discontinued,” be resumed. They believe its issue would be 
advantageous, inasmuch as the “ Calendar” kept the working and the 
results before the public, and its discontinuance has not unnaturally 
been construed into an admission that the Catholic University has no 
work to show.—Daily Review (Edinburgh). 





XIL—THE POPE AND ARCHBISHOP MANNING. 


T is difficult to understand how the advisers of Pope Pius [X., who 
are supposed to be ecclesiastics of acute minds and much know- 
ledge of the world, could have counselled the issue of the last 

Encyclical. It is understood, indeed, there was a party in the Vatican 
which strongly opposed its publication, but it was small. The fanatical 
element of the Curia, which dreams of re-establishing the universal 
supremacy of the priesthood, carries things its own way. One more 
voluminous malediction has accordingly been fulminated against the 
spirit of the age in general and the doings of certain Governments in 
particular. As usual, however, the Vatican thunder has rolled harm- 
lessly over the head's of those it was meant to crush. It has not even 
had the effect of momentarily startling or alarming the enemies of the 
Church. They have become so accustomed to the Papal curses that 
they are now impervious to their influence. They have learned from 
experience that the denunciations of both Syllabus and Encyclicals do 
no harm to any but those responsible for their utterance. If the Pope 
and his bishops choose to enter upon a vain struggle with modern civili- 
sation, it is open to them to doit. If the Curia are not wise enough 
to see that the day for such fierce condemnations of Governments and 
peoples which are by any circumstances led to assume an attitude of 
antagonism to Papal claims and pretensions has gone by, they must 
themselves take the consequences. The indefinite multiplication of 
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curses and threats of excommunication will be regarded with compars- 
tive complacency by the civilised world. Happily, there is no power to 
enforce them by any but “ spiritual” means. It is a striking illustra- 
tion of the extent to which an exclusive clerical training may-blind even 
able men to the actual signs of the times, that any should be found foolish 
enough to believe the Roman Catholic Church can be the gainer from 
periodical outbursts of Pontifical Billingsgate. If anything could justify 
the law which the Prussian Government is so eager to enforce, prescrib- 
ing an education for the priests in other than clerical nurseries, it would 
be the evidence afforded by such a benignant Pastoral as his Holiness 
has just issued of the distorting influence of an exclusively clerical train- 
ing. 

We can hardly suppose an enlightened English Catholic Prelate like 
the Archbishop of Westminster can look with much satisfaction on the 
Papal Encyclical. He has exhibited not a little astuteness in attempt- 
ing, as he does in his letter to Thursday’s Z'imes, to turn attention 
rather to the causes of the Pope’s letter than to the letter itself. Dr 
Manning has seized the most vulnerable points in the case of the 
Prussian Government against the Catholic Church. It may be doubted 
whether he succeeds in establishing his charge of persecution, but he 
certainly shows it is natural that he and his fellow-Catholics should 
regard the recent Church laws of Prussia as measures of persecution. 
His statement of the case is much more forcible, as it is much more 
temperate, than that of the Holy Father himself. While the Pope 
scolds, his English representative and advocate reasons. The voice of 
Pius IX. is almost choked by the emotions of surprise, anger, and 
indignation which the contemplation of the wrongs and injuries done to 
the Roman Church in Germany calls up. Dr Manning has sufficient 
self-command to state the matter with calmness, and to endeavour to 
prove his assertions by an army of facts. But while there is this great 
difference between the chief shepherd and his champion in the manner 
in which they deal with the same subject, there is no substantial differ- 
ence between the claims both make—implied or expressed—on behalf 
of the “infallible” Church. While pleading for tolerance and 
equality, nothing, it is plain, will satisfy them but a position of absolute 
supremacy. The Church is declared to be persecuted and.oppressed 
because its bishops are not permitted, without opposition, to carry out 
all the behests of the Curia, even though these are obviously incon- 
sistent with the supremacy of the State in its own domain. The Pope 
curses his enemies, because, in Italy, in Switzerland, and in Germany, 
they have introduced and applied to the government and discipline of 
the Church rules designed to prevent the latter from being the passive tool 
in the hands of its spiritual head, who is at the same time a foreign 
prince. The absolutism which the Cicumenical Council of July 1870 
made the*universal law of the Church may not have been altogether a 
novelty in its history; but for the first time it was then openly pro- 
claimed—what before was only more or less secretly assumed—that 
the Roman Catholic Church is the creature of the Pope, and to be 
wholly governed and administered in accordance with the Papal will as 
the ultimate source of jurisdiction. 

That this was a revolution on the constitution of the Church is none 
the less certain, because towards such a goal there had long been ten- 
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dencies within its pale. For the first time, infallibility—not of the 
Church, as Dr Manning puts it, but of the Church’s head—was offici- 
ally announced and made a rule of faith. Consequently the right was 
claimed to exercise all powers of government, administration, and dis- 
cipline within the Church irrespective of the jurisdiction of the States 
in which the Church existed, and even irrespective of the express cove- 
nants and bargains into which the Church had entered with these 
States, The struggle which has become so fierce in the Swiss Cantons 
originated from the attempt by the Roman Curia to constitute a new 
bishopric and appoint a new bishop in Geneva, without even consulting 
the civil powers, although it was bound to do so by the Papal bulls regu- 
lating such appointments in conjunction with the State authorities. 
In Germany, the origin of the conflict can be less clearly traced ; but its 
occasion, if not its cause, was the formation of the Centre party imme- 
diately dfter the creation of the Empire, and the identification through 
it of Ultramontanism in Germany with a political party seeking to op- 
pose, and aiming at the subversion of, imperial unity. We are not in 
a position to deny Dr Manning’s statement that the Prussian Govern- 
ment has long cherished designs of hostility to the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy ; but even if that were proved, it might only mean that 
Prussian statesmen have long foreseen that the extravagant claims of 
the bishops and priests must have ere long necessitated an attempt by 
the State to defend its authority against these usurpations. 

We do not say the German Emperor and his advisers have not sanc- 
tioned measures that appear perilously like measures of persecution. The 
expulsion of the Jesuits and other religious orders, and the threatened 
banishment of refractory bishops and priests, are not in harmony with the 
principles of toleration as understood in this country. But the Germans 
must be allowed to be the judges of the necessities of their own position. 
These extreme steps are defended on the plea of necessity, and a strong case 
can be made out for them, whether or not it be convincing. It seems 
to us they are carrying things with too high a hand, and that the seeds 
of future troubles may be thus sown which will be found harder to 
bear than the excessive pretensions of an arrogant hierarchy drawing its 
inspirations from a foreign source. However this may be, it cannot be 
doubted that the oppressions and persecutions that have stirred the Papal 
wrath, and which Dr Manning finds so grievous to be borne, have been 
largely self-provoked by the Roman Catholic Church and its rulers. 
They will not certainly be mitigated by encyclical letters of the wild and 
foolish character of the latest issue fron the Vatican.—Zdinburgh Courant. 





XII.—PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE. 


E rejoice to learn that the classes of the Protestant Educational 
W Institute in England have been very largely attended during the 
present winter. As is ysual, the Committee direct special efforts 

in London and suburbs during the winter months. They have suc- 
ceeded in obtaining the use of a church in the city for conducting a 
class by the Rev. Robert Maguire. The attendance at this class was 
very large. Other classes conducted by the Examiner of the Institute, 
Mr Todd, also by Mr Soutter and Mr Ross. The total number of 
students in London is 1200. Besides these classes, similar movements 
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have been carried on in Cambridge, Brighton, Carlisle, Liverpool, and 
other places. The good that is being done cannot be over-estimated ; 
but we regret to learn that, in consequence of want of funds, the 
operations of the Institute must be curtailed. This should not be 
allowed in the present crisis of the country, and in the face of a parlia- 
mentary session and a general election. We trust, therefore, Protestants 
will be prepared to make some sacrifices in assisting this valuable 
organisation, as well as similar institutions. 





XIV.—BIRMINGHAM PROTESTANT ASSOCIATION. 

E have before us the last report of this Association, a d rejoice 
in the good work that it is doing. The following paragraphs 
ring like true metal :— 

“Your Committee, in drawing to a close this bare outline of the 
past year’s work, ask the sympathy, co-operation, and pecuniary sup- 
port of all who value Protestant truth, and desire the overthrow of the 
Papal system, Popery is opposed to the truth of the gospel, and sub- 
stitutes the creature for the Creator. Popery robs God of His honour, 
giving ‘ His glory to another.’ Popery is the offspring of Satanic de- 
vice and cunning, and, in the words of Cecil, is ‘Satan’s masterpiece.’ 

“*Popery,’ said Milton, ‘is a double thing to deal with, and claims a 
twofold power, ecclesiastical and political, both usurped, and the one 
supporting the other.’ Well may Adam Smith, in speaking of the 
Church of Rome, say it ‘is the most formidable combination that ever 
was formed against the authority and security of civil government, as 
well as against the liberty, reason, and happiness of mankind.’ The 
late John Angel James truly said that its nature was ‘ but a mixture of 
the craft of the serpent with the ferocity of the tiger.’ ‘ How often,’ 
says he, ‘does it conceal a demon’s malignity under a seraph’s smile,’ 
‘ What,’ he asks, ‘is its history but one continued series of aggressions 
upon the rights and liberties of mankind. A history written with 
blood, to be read with tears.’ Truly did St John the divine portray it 
in prophetic utterances, as a church ‘drunken with the blood of the saints 
and with the blood of the martyrs of Jesus, with a name written, ‘ Mys- 
TERY, BABYLON THE GREAT, THE MOTHER OF HARLOTS, AND ABOMINA- 
TIONS OF THE EARTH.’ 

“No human instrumentality can overcome the ‘man of sin,’ the ‘son 
of perdition,’ but the promise of destruction is clearly set forth in in- 
spired writ, for at the time preceding the coming of our Lord it is said, 
‘ Then shall that wicked be revealed whom the Lord shall consume with the 
Spirit of His mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of His coming ; 
even Him, whose coming is after the working of Satan with all power, and 
signs, and lying wonders.’ 

“During twenty-six years this Association has proved a faithful 
witness to Bible truth, and a determined foe to Romish falsehood and 
infidel aggression. Under its auspices, Christians of all denominations 
can forget the minor points on which they are at issue, and unite in 
defence of the faith once delivered unto the saints. ‘The enemies of 
God’s truth are combining their forces to dethrune the majesty of His 
Word, but His breath sh ll send destruction’ in the name of the Lord, 


His servants shall win the victory. Assuredly there is more need than 
ever for ‘ earnestly contending for the faith.” 
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HULL PROTESTANT INSTITUTE, 
KINGSTON SQUARE. 





oe Large, Handsome, and Commodious Hall was erected about ten years 
ago by a few comparatively poor but zealous Protestants, that Hull might have a Building 


of some size and importance always open to receive Protestant Lecturers, and Meetings for Protest- 
ant purposes. 


From the time of its commencement (with but few frieuds to help) it has had to struggle with 
great pecuniary difficulties and some opposition. 


Hapy sily, however, now the original debt has been reduced by at least £700; and in conse- 
juence of a Bazaar which was held in the Great Hall of the’ Institute in October 1872, such im- 


pr yvements in the Building were effected that, from that time, the working expenses have been 
more than covered by the regular income. 


So much has this been the case, that the Committee have by this means been able to make 
some considerable reduction of the debt. 


To extinguish this more rapidly and effectually, and so make the Institute a power for more 
Protestant good in the town, they intend to hold another Bazaar during’ Easter Week in 1874, in 
aid of which assistance is earnestly solicited. 


Contributions of Articles for Sale, or Money, will be thankfully received, and duly acknow- 
ledged, by Mrs SOULBY, of Waverley House, Hull. 

The next Financial Meeting will be held on the first Wednesday in January 1874, at Eight 
o'clock in the evening, at which all Subscribing Members are invited to attend. 








MASSACRE OF THE FRENCH PROTESTANTS, 





prc SIMILE of the MEDAL struck by Order of Pope Grecory XIII. to 
os the Memorable Slaughter of the French Protestants on the Eve of St Bartho- 


lomew, 1572. Price 6d.; post free, 8d. To be had of Mr W. T. Grsson, 12 Haymarket, 
London, S.W. 








